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	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides a detailed review of IoT-based low-cost soil moisture sensor systems and their application in precision irrigation, particularly under challenging black soil conditions. It highlights technological advancements, calibration strategies, and integration with AI/ML for predictive irrigation, offering valuable insights for researchers in smart agriculture and water management. By identifying critical research gaps—such as long-term field validation, economic feasibility, and farmer-centric adoption—it guides future studies toward scalable and practical solutions. Overall, the work bridges technological innovation with real-world agricultural applications, contributing to sustainable, resource-efficient, and climate-resilient farming practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes but minor correction needed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	recent reference should be included
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	minor correction
	

	Optional/General comments


	The conclusion is too long and should be shortened to summarize only the key findings and recommendations. Incorporate recent (last 5–7 years) and relevant literature to strengthen the scientific context of the study. Improve figure clarity, resolution, labeling, and formatting for better readability. Explicitly highlight the of the work, emphasizing how it advances current geotechnical knowledge or practice.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	
	


Reviewer details:

Shoma Hore, Bangladesh
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


